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List revised.
No one is present on behalf of the respondent.
Accordingly we proceed to consider the application for condonation of delay.

Submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the order dated 13.01.2020
came to the knowledge of the applicant on 18.02.2020 through email of the
respondent and on examination of the said order it was decided to prefer an appeal.
Accordingly process was initiated for getting report of Chartered Accountant for the
purpose of preparing Bank Draft towards compliance of the provisions of Section
43(5) of the Act. The limitation for filing the appeal was upto 13.03.2020 and while
the appeal was in preparing stage the State Government imposed lock down from
23.03.2020 to 25.03.2020 in 17 cities which included Allahabad and Lucknow. The
Government of India subsequently imposed first lock down from 25.03.2020 to
14.04.2020 and the same was extended till 31.05.2020. In the meantime judicial
functioning of the Tribunal was also suspended from 31.03.2020 to 31.05.2020 and on
attaining a bit normalcy the Bank Draft was collected from the concerned Bank on
04.06.2020 and the same was provided to the counsel at Lucknow on 07.06.2020.
Certified copy of the order was applied on 15.06.2020 which was provided to the
applicant on 16.06.2020. The present appeal was filed on 26.06.2020.

Submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the delay in filing the present
appeal is not deliberate. It is because of Covid-19 pandemic.

Further submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that the delay caused in
filing the present appeal is also covered by the order of Hon’ble Supreme Court dated
23.03.2020 passed in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Civil) No. 3/2020 in re: Cognizance for
Extension of Limitation, therefore, in the interest of justice the delay in filing the
appeal deserves to be condoned.



We have examined the submissions of learned counsel for the applicant and the order
of Hon’ble Supreme Court in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Civil) No. 3/2020 in re:
Cognizance for Extension of Limitation. On due consideration we find that the cause
shown is sufficient to condone the delay. The application is allowed.

Registry is directed to convert this defective appeal into Regular Appeal.

As the pleadings have already been exchanged, list the appeal for hearing on
16.11.2021.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 18.10.2021
SHAKIR



